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- ByJaekAndentm 
. and Lee Whitten 

Famed criminal lawyer Percy 
Fere man, who has saved so' 
many clients from jail or worse,! 
is now himself the target of a 
federal grand jury investiga- 
tion. 

A grand jury in Dallas is loci 
ing into charges that he re- 
ceived $100,000 to obstruct jus- 
tice in a Texas bugging ease. Ac- 
cording to evidence in the case, 
he was supposed is "control" 
potential witnesses against the 
billionaire brothers. Bunker 
and Herbert Hunt 

In previous columns, we have 
reported how a feud over the 
fabulous fortune of the eccen- 
tric Texas oil tycoon, H. L. Hunt, 
led to a botched wiretap job in 
1970. To avoid implication in the 
scandal, the old man’s sons. 
Bunker and Herbert, frantically 
began evasive maneuvers. 

- They turned to Percy Fore- 
man, whose celebrated clients 
range from James Karl Ray, the 
convicted assassin of Dr. Martin • 
Luther King Jr., to a host of so- 
cial butterflies. j 

Bunker Hunt wanted Fore-, 
man to represent the wiretap- 
pers who were potentially the 
most dangerous witnesses] 
against the Hunts, according to' 
the evidence before the grand 
jury. 

As an intermediary. Bunker 
used a wealthy friend and busi- 
nessmen, Ed Hudson, who kept 
detailed notes on his talks with 
bot h Hunt a nd Fo reman B ut 
one ~tn iSF wiretappers, JOfi, 

IS#* * - ■— 



I K ejly. who hsd tfecn .hire d by 
Hutson, £ade off with the 
notes. 

They have now been turned 
aver to the grand jury, and we 
have obtained copies. They re- 
veal that "Bunker Hunt called 
Hudson) from London" early in 
January, 1972, and confirmed 
Vthat Hudson was to "go ahead 
• with Foreman on $30,000 fee." ; 
; Describing his talks with the t 
^celebrated lawyer, .Hudson . 
. wrate thlf “Foreman wffi direct ’ 
/all strategy and guarantee Kelly 
will not testify before grand 
.jury." So snre was Foreman of 
success, wrote Hudson, that the 
lawyer “will return fee” if Kelly 
•had to testify. 

' Foreman was retained to rep- 
sent not only Kelly but two more 
W the wiretappers, W. J. Everett 
and Patrick' McCann. Bunker 
yfunt authorized another $75,- 
stainer, but Foreman 

E tc take on the other two 
for $50,000, according to 
es. , . - • „ 

purpose for giving Fore- 
tc $100,000 is stated with 
andor by Hudson. It was 
ho “control" the potential wit- 
nesses against the Hunts and 
"to avoid indictment of Bunker 
and Herbert" 

■ As recounted in Hudson’s 




'antes. Foreman sought to keep 
jkis clients off the witness stand 
re they would have been 
awkward . questions 
theHunts. " J 
“Everett will take Foreman’s 
iidanca completely,'" wrote 
sdsojtTl* will not keep a p- 
[poiiff IJiMl "With D. Or. ffllftJFict 
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Attorney), Everett will not five 
inf o lu -t i ieD. A."W TS4™Jrmnd 
jury except in return for com- 
plete immunity which Foreman 
feels sure D. A. cannot or will , 
not grant” | 

To cover Foreman’s fee, the 
notes indicate. Bunker signed a 
>100,000 IOU to Hudson. About 
the same time, Hudson with- 
drew two $90,000 “bearer” 
checks from his account Fore- 
man gave him two receipts for 
$50,000, one on the same day the 
check was dated, the other two 
days after the check date. 

I We have obtained copies of 
the checks and receipts, which 
are in the grand jury’s hands. 

In case Foreman’s magic 
failed, the three wiretappers 
also were offered “hush money” 
while they were in jail so long 
as they didn’t betray the Hunts. 
Kelly testified he was promised 
$1,290 a month while in jail, 
"providing I did not talk.” 

McCann siid he was offered 
the same deal, and Everett, 
claimed he was promised $800 a 
month after he gave his assur- 
ance he “didn’t plan on cooper- 
ating with the government” 
Although the “hush money” 
was never paid, according to the 
testimony, the legal fees for the 
wiretappers were picked up by 
the Hunts. > 

Other testimony alleges even 1 
darker elements to the cover- , 
up. Foreman “indicated,” swore ! 
Kelly, “that we should avoid tes- ; 
tifying at all costs, that the! 
{Hunts were treacherous people ■ 
and would stop at nothing to 

jprevgBtjEgXrom testifies*^ 

{ When Kelly insisted upon tes- 



warned him: “Kelly, you are a 
damn fool. The government 
can’t help you if you are dead.” 
McCann testified that another 
Hunt-hired • attorney warned 
he would “get yourself 
killed if you doublecroas the 
Hunts." McCann was suffi- 
ciently impressed to comment: 
“1 felt like it would be financial 
suicide, if not other suicide, if I 
testified against the Hunts." 

As it turned out. Foreman won 
an impressive initial victory for 
Kelly jn a contempt case. But in 
the end, all three wiretappers 
were convicted. 

As we previously reported, 
Bunker got help from Senate Ju- 
diciary Chairman James O. 
(Eastland (D-Miss.) in his baek- 
stage effort to avoid indictment. 
There were allegations that 
Bastland received “a $50,000 to 
$80,000 payoff,” which the tena- 
• tor denies. 

! In any event, both Bunker and 
Herbert were indicted on wire- 
: Upping charges in 1873. 

Hunt, Foreman, Hudson and 
their allies all emphatically 
jhave denied wrongdoing. While 
Foreman did not return our 
calls, be previously has been 
Quoted as saying he never tried 
' to prevent Kelly from testifying 
' A spokesman for Hunt «»<<< 
there was no effort to co v er no 
the scandal. 

The Justice* Department has 
said only that Bunker Hunt, 
[Foreman, Hudson, and others 
are “the subject of the grand 
jury’s investigation . . . of ab- 
strac tion of just ice." !. _ 

~ Bluff 



